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Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or 
proceeding. 



Commissioner for Patents 

The reply brief filed October 5, 2007 has been entered and considered. The application has been forwarded to the Board of Patent 
Appeals and Interferences for decision on the appeal. 

Applicant's reply brief consists in its entirety of arguments previously presented in the appeal brief filed April 23, 2007 or at other 
points in the prosecution history, and are arguments which have been addressed in the Examiner's Answer mailed August 15, 2007. 
Applicant provides no new and persuasive arguments that are sufficient to overcome the rejection of claims 1-30 under 35 U.S.C. 103. 
As such, no supplemental examiner's answer will be provided as such supplemental examiner's answer is provided only to address 
new issues presented by applicant or by the Office in an examiner's answer. See MPEP 1208 (II). 
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The reply brief filed October 5, 2007 has been entered and considered. 
The application has been forwarded to the Board of Patent Appeals and 
Interferences for decision on the appeal. 

As applicant's reply brief consists in its entirety of arguments previously 
presented in the appeal brief filed April 23, 2007, arguments which have been 
addressed in the Examiner's Answer mailed August 15, 2007, and provides no 
new arguments that are sufficient to overcome the rejection of claims 1-30 under 
35 U.S.C. 103, no supplemental examiner's answer will be provided as such 
supplemental examiner's answer is not provided as a matter of right. See MPEP 
1208(11). 



